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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable
BLANCHE L. LINCOLN, a Senator from
the State of Arkansas.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Lloyd John
Ogilvie, offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, in the quiet of this
magnificent moment of conversation
with You, we dedicate this day. We
want to live it to Your glory, alert to
the dangers of this time but without
anxiety, prepared but not perplexed.
We praise You that it is Your desire to
give Your presence and blessing to
those who ask You. You give strength
and power to Your people when we seek
You above anything else. You guide the
humble and teach them Your way. Help
us to humble ourselves as we begin this
day so that no self-serving agenda or
self-aggrandizing attitude will block
Your blessings to this Senate and to
our Nation through us. Speak to us so
that we may speak with both the tenor
of Your truth and the tone of Your
grace.

We say with the Psalmist:

God be merciful to us and bless us and
cause Your face to shine upon us, that
Your way may be known on Earth and
Your salvation among the nations. You
are our Lord and Saviour.

Amen.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable BLANCHE L. LINCOLN
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. BYRD).

Senate

The assistant legislative clerk read

the following letter:
U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, November 9, 2001.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of Rule I, paragraph
3, of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I
hereby appoint the Honorable BLANCHE L.
LINCOLN, a Senator from the State of Arkan-
sas, to perform the duties of the Chair.

ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.

Mrs. LINCOLN thereupon assumed
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING
MAJORITY LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Nevada.

Mr. REID. Madam President, there
will be no rollcall votes today, as was
announced last evening by the major-
ity leader. This morning the Senate
will be in a period of morning business
with Senators allowed to speak for up
to 10 minutes each. As under the direc-
tion of the majority leader, next week
is going to be an extremely busy week.
We are going to work on the economic
stimulus package, and there are a num-
ber of other pieces of legislation we are
going to do our very best to complete
prior to Thanksgiving.

————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will now be a period for the transaction
of morning business with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10
minutes each.

The Senator from Alaska.

ENERGY NEEDS AND
COMMITMENTS

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I
have applauded the actions of my col-
league, Senator MURKOWSKI, as our sen-
ior Republican on the Energy Com-
mittee. Because of my involvement in
other matters, particularly appropria-
tions, it has not been possible for me to
be here to join him as much as I would
like to do so.

I consider the opening of the coastal
plain of the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge area for environmentally sound
oil and gas development to be the issue
of highest national security we will
vote on this year. The President of the
United States shares that view. I be-
lieve many in this body do.

Last week President Bush said: It is
in ‘“‘our national interest to get [an en-
ergy bill] to [his] desk.” I am para-
phrasing that. I believe the vast major-
ity of Americans share the President’s
view. Just last night while speaking in
Atlanta, President Bush called upon
Congress to send an energy bill to his
desk again ‘‘to reduce our dependence
on foreign oil.”

When the President said that, there
was such a unanimous outpouring of
support from the people in the audi-
ence. It was probably the loudest reac-
tion to his whole speech.

I believe that is correct. It is a na-
tional concept and there is national
support for that goal. Today we still do
not have a commitment to bring up
and complete action on this energy
bill. This morning I rise to again high-
light some of the implications of fail-
ure to act now.

The stability of some of the nations
principally responsible for supplying
oil to the United States can no longer
be taken for granted. In 1979, when the
instability of the Middle East was of
paramount concern, we took action to
protect Israel. As our major ally in the
Middle East, we should proceed with
energy legislation not only to protect
our own interests but to ensure that we
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can continue to support Israel as we
have agreed to do.

In 1979, our Government entered into
a bilateral agreement with Israel to en-
sure that Israel would have access to
the oil it needs to meet its daily re-
quirements. Everyone in the Senate
should be familiar with that agree-
ment. We understood then that some
Middle Eastern countries had the
power to hold Israel hostage by deny-
ing access to oil.

Let me read from a relevant portion
of the agreement we signed with Israel
to protect its supply of oil:

If the oil Israel needs to meet all its nor-
mal requirements for domestic consumption
is unavailable for purchase . . . the United
States Government will promptly make oil
available for purchase by Israel to meet all
of the aforementioned normal requirements
of Israel.

Our Government renewed that agree-
ment in 1994 to ensure that Israel is
protected through 2004. When we fi-
nally take up the comprehensive en-
ergy bill, we should include an amend-
ment to extend that agreement with
our Middle Eastern ally, Israel.

The point is, Israel produces less
than 500 barrels of oil per day. It con-
sumes nearly 300,000 barrels of oil a
day. Regardless of what happens in the
Middle East, Israel needs guaranteed
access to oil just to maintain its econ-
omy. And regardless of what happens
in the Middle East, we have to be able
to produce and provide to Israel at
those 300,000 barrels of oil per day in
accordance with that agreement.

My understanding is that Alaska’s
oil is the oil that would fulfill that
agreement because it is the same qual-
ity of oil that Israel’s refineries run
and could be run in those refineries
without change.

Given our current dependence on for-
eign oil, and 57 percent of our oil is im-
ported, Middle Eastern supplies of oil
are unstable as far as we are concerned.
We have to have a way to fulfill the
commitment we have made to Israel,
our primary ally in that part of the
world.

Our own vulnerability to protect un-
stable o0il supplies is a national secu-
rity issue for us. Think what it is for
Israel.

I am deeply disturbed about our con-
tinued reliance upon Saddam Hussein’s
oil. We are using more than 700,000 bar-
rels of oil per day in this country im-
ported from Iraq. From press reports,
we know that one of Osama bin Laden’s
goals is to overthrow the House of
Saud and to gain access to the vast oil
reserves in Saudi Arabia.

How secure would those supplies be if
that unfortunate event should take
place? Today Saudi Arabia is the larg-
est single supplier of oil to the United
States. We import over 1.8 million bar-
rels a day from Saudi Arabia.

At the height of the Persian Gulf
War, 2.1 million barrels a day were sent
through the Alaska oil pipeline. In the
time of need, then we had oil to
produce. Today, we send just over 1
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million barrels a day through that
pipeline because we don’t have the pro-
duction necessary to fill the pipeline.
Today, our pipeline is half full as the
production at Prudhoe Bay declines. As
it declines, we send more American
money to Saddam Hussein to buy his
oil.

We must consider the implications of
our Government having just recalled
our Ambassador to Venezuela as we
consider the stability of our oil sup-
plies. For those who missed it, let me
quote from a November 6 story in the
Wall Street Journal discussing Ven-
ezuela:

Relations have deteriorated steadily since
the September 11 terrorist attacks on the
United States. President Chavez and his min-
isters have made what U.S. officials have de-
scribed as ‘‘contradictory’ and ambiguous
statements. In the most recent incident, Mr.
Chavez last week criticized U.S. bombing
raids in Afghanistan during a televised
speech. . . . Venezuela is especially impor-
tant because it is one of the top three sup-
pliers of oil to the United States market. . .

Madam President, this is the same
President Chavez who was the first
head of state to break the multilateral
sanctions on Iraq by visiting Saddam
Hussein after the gulf war. No wonder
President Bush has recalled our Am-
bassador for consultations. Keep in
mind that nearly 1.6 million barrels of
oil per day come to the United States
from Venezuela, and they are subject
to the control of President Chavez.

When we talk of potentially unstable
sources of crude oil, we cannot ignore
Iraq. My colleague, Senator MUR-
KOWSKI, has continued to remind the
Senate that the United States now im-
ports 700,000 barrels of crude oil per day
from Saddam Hussein. As I said last
week, by the end of the year, we will
have imported 230 million barrels of oil
from Iraq. Over 40 million barrels of
that oil went to California to replace
oil that California used to get from
Alaska. At $20 per barrel, Americans
will send over $56 billion to Saddam
Hussein’s terrorism machine by this
Christmas—$5 billion, and hundreds of
thousands of jobs that we don’t have
now because we don’t have permission
to increase production to continue fill-
ing the Alaska pipeline daily.

This year, we have thousands of
American troops stationed in the Mid-
dle East and around Afghanistan. They
risk their lives to protect our interests
and our security. I believe we must do
something about our growing depend-
ence on these potentially unreliable
supplies of oil. We must begin to ex-
plore for oil in our own country, and we
know where the largest potential sup-
ply of oil is. It is in the Coastal Plain
of Alaska. We just need the oppor-
tunity to go get it.

The Energy Information Agency re-
leased a new report last week detailing
all of the proven reserves in the United
States. That report says in the entire
State of Texas there are now 5.27 bil-
lion barrels of proven reserves. Texans
don’t like me to remind them, but that
State is less than half the size of Alas-
ka.
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The House-passed energy bill, H.R. 4,
contains authorization for oil produc-
tion in the Coastal Plain of ANWR.
That Coastal Plain, as designated by
the Jackson amendment in the 1980
act, is 1.5 million acres, and it is esti-
mated to contain a minimum of 5.7 bil-
lion barrels of oil, with a very good
possibility, I am told, of recovering up
to 16 billion barrels of oil—enough to
fill the Alaska pipeline for another
three decades and beyond.

Madam President, people forget when
I stood here on the floor and urged ap-
proval of the Alaska oil pipeline, the
estimate for production from Prudhoe
Bay was 1 billion barrels. This year, we
have produced the thirteen-billionth
barrel of oil from Prudhoe Bay. These
estimates are always on the very con-
servative side.

The House energy bill limits oil pro-
duction to just 2,000 acres of the 1.5
million-acre area. Remember, the mil-
lion and a half acres was set aside for
oil and gas exploration. Now, if the oil
in ANWR could replace our imports
from Iraq, Saudi Arabia, or Ven-
ezuela—and that is possible—it could
produce enough oil to replace at least
one of our three largest suppliers. Can
anyone really doubt that this is an
issue involving our national security?

Madam President, as we approach
Veterans Day, I am proud to stand here
as a World War II veteran and applaud
the veterans groups of our country.
They understand the vulnerabilities of
our country. They understand the im-
portance of reducing our reliance on
the Middle East and increasing our do-
mestic production.

I want to quote from two recent let-
ters. This is an October 26 letter from
the National Commander of AMVETS:

Our current reliance on foreign oil leaves
the United States vulnerable to the whim of
individual oil-exporting countries, many ex-
isting in the unpredictable and highly dan-
gerous Persian Gulf. . . .Passage of H.R. 4
would greatly assist in our ability to secure
a more dependable and diversified domestic
supply of energy.

And I would note that since the Per-
sian Gulf war our security has become
more threatened with our dependence
on foreign sources of oil growing from
35 percent of domestic supply to nearly
60 percent. AMVETS firmly believes we
cannot wait for the next crisis before
we act.

I ask unanimous consent that letter
be printed in the RECORD following my
statement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See Exhibit 1.)

Mr. STEVENS. In an October 25 let-
ter, the National Commander of the
American Legion said:

War and international terrorism have
again brought into sharp focus the heavy re-
liance of the U.S. on imported oil. During
times of crisis, such reliance threatens our
national security and economic well-being.
It is important that we develop domestic
sources of oil, contained within our public
lands—such as the supplies within the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge.
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I ask unanimous consent that letter
and additional letters be printed in the
RECORD after these remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See Exhibit 2.)

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, ac-
tion is required now to protect our na-
tional security. The advice of these
veterans groups representing the voices
of all men and women who have fought
for our freedom should be followed.
Their advice to increase our economic
security by opening the Coastal Plain
of ANWR needs to be adhered to.

The advice of organized labor, which
wants to see us create hundreds of
thousands of jobs by opening this
Coastal Plain of ANWR, is also compel-
ling.

Israel needs even greater assurance
that we can fulfil our obligations to
meet her energy needs. In short, re-
sponding to these requests and to the
President of the United States to pro-
mote our national security by passing
the comprehensive energy bill, H.R. 4,
containing authorization to proceed to
use 2,000 of the 1.5 million acres of
ANWR, should be our No. 1 goal before
we leave for the holiday.

Passing a comprehensive energy bill
that contains environmentally sound
provisions by producing the largest sin-
gle potential oilfield on the North
American Continent is a goal of most
Americans. If we act now, our men and
women serving overseas will know that
we stand behind them.

Passing this bill before we go home
for the holiday will tell families from
New England to Minnesota that the
fuel oil they burn in the future, after
our Arctic Plain begins to produce, is
American oil, not oil from Saddam
Hussein, from Iraq, or from any of
these unstable sources.

In short, I believe we must act before
we go home for this holiday so we will
know we have acted to protect the se-
curity of our Nation, our total national
security. A filibuster against a na-
tional security issue involving energy
has never taken place in this Chamber.
It did not take place when the oil pipe-
line was built, and there was severe,
even worse, opposition at that time
than there is now. That pipeline passed
by one vote, the vote of the Vice Presi-
dent of the United States.

The opponents at that time knew
they could filibuster, but they did not
because it was a matter of national se-
curity. I call upon the Senate to recog-
nize the tradition of this body and not
filibuster a national security issue as
we raise H.R. 4 next week.

I ask unanimous consent that an ar-
ticle by the eminent Charles
Krauthammer from today’s Wash-
ington Post be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 9, 2001]

WAR AND THE POLAR BEAR
(By Charles Krauthammer)

So you thought that Sept. 11 changed ev-

erything, that the era of game-show fri-
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volity, ‘“‘Survivor’ silliness and general self-
indulgence had given way to an era of seri-
ousness. Well, not quite. Here we are, for the
second time in a decade, risking American
lives in a war against an enemy fueled and
fed by oil money. Here we are again decrying
our dependence on o0il from a particularly
unstable, unfriendly part of the world. Here
we are in desperate need of both energy con-
servation and new energy production. And
here we see (in the Oct. 30 Post) that we may
be prevented from drilling in the single most
promising area on this continent because of
a . . .polar bear treaty: ‘“‘New Species Enters
Debate on Arctic Oil; Polar Bear Agreement
Cited by Drilling Foes.”

Now, I like polar bears as much as the next
guy. I like pandas and caribou and all the
furry cuddlies on God’s good earth. But I also
like people, particularly Americans, and par-
ticularly American soldiers. And I do not
like seeing them shot and killed in wars that
would be both more avoidable and more win-
nable were we not so disastrously dependent
on energy supplies from a nasty part of the
world with nasty people who use our oil
money for nasty purposes.

At a time when Washington should be
working on a crash program of conservation
and new drilling, a six-year-old report from
the Fish and Wildlife Service is leaked in the
hope that a 28-year-old polar bear treaty
might derail drilling in the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge. The Outrage! ‘‘This is a clas-
sic Bush administration strategy of running
roughshod over international agreements,”’
charged Kieran Suckling, executive director
of the Center for Biological Diversity and
leaker of the report. The Interior Depart-
ment stoutly maintains that the polar bear
agreement does not prohibit oil exploration.
Alaska’s Sen. Frank Murkowski points out
that the 25,000 or so Arctic polar bears that
he represents seem to be quite happily
lolling around the existing oil drilling in
Alaska.

I too have little doubt that the polar bears
will do fine, just as the caribou have thrived
around the Prudhoe Bay field. But the whole
debate is surreal. We are at war, are we not?
Americans are fighting. In Washington and
New York, nearly 5,000 have already been
killed. Fifteen of the 19 murderers were
Saudi. Their leader is Saudi. Most of their
money is Saudi. And that same Saudi money
funds the madrassas, the fundamentalist re-
ligious schools where poor Pakistani, Afghan
and Arab children are inducted into the
world of radical Islam and war against the
American infidel. And yet we bow and scrape
to the Saudis. We beg and borrow. We tol-
erate their deflecting onto America the pop-
ular hatred that would otherwise be directed
at their own corruption. Why? Because we
need their oil.

The war on terrorism will be fought in
many places. Alaska is one. We have known
since 1973 that we need to reduce our depend-
ence on Persian Gulf oil. But we have never
been serious. It was assumed that Sept. 11
would make us serious. Instead, we are en-
gaged in exegeses on polar bear mating hab-
its and a ridiculous debate that pits con-
servation vs. drilling. Why one and not the
other is beyond me. Of course we need con-
servation. I have been an advocate of a dol-
lar-a-gallon gasoline tax for 20 years. What-
ever it takes: auto efficiency standards,
higher taxes, incentives for new fuels.

But why stop there? We need more oil still.
Every additional barrel that substitutes do-
mestic oil for foreign oil is a victory. Drill-
ing in the Arctic will involve less than 1 per-
cent of the Arctic Refuge. It might produce
an additional million barrels a day. The sea
of natural gas beneath could be the largest
in North America. And yet the Luddites
stand firm, as if Sept. 11 never happened.
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Sen. John Kerry vows a filibuster if anyone
dares legislate Arctic drilling.

Imagine where we would be if those railing
against Arctic drilling today had prevailed 30
years ago and stopped Prudhoe Bay. The mil-
lion barrels a day we now get from Alaska
would be coming from Saudi Arabia. We
would be even more in their debt and under
their thumb. A concerned citizenry is yearn-
ing to do something significant for the war
effort on the home front. But this is not
World War II. We do not need rubber. We do
not need war bonds. We do not need Rosie
riveting. We desperately do need energy
independence. And that is a home-front bat-
tle: conservation—and a willingness to dis-
turb a few acres of snow in a vast wilderness
as remote as Afghanistan.

There’s a war on, senators. Lets get seri-
ous.

EXHIBIT 1

AMVETS,
Lanham, MD, October 26, 2001.
Hon. ToM DASCHLE,
Majority Leader, The U.S. Senate, The Capitol,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR DASCHLE: On behalf of
AMVETS, I am writing to encourage you to
bring H.R. 4, the Securing America’s Future
Energy Act of 2001, before the full Senate for
consideration at the earliest possible mo-
ment prior to the close of the 1st Session of
the 107th Congress.

As you know, our current reliance on for-
eign oil leaves the United States vulnerable
to the whim of individual oil-exporting coun-
tries, many existing in the unpredictable and
highly dangerous Persian Gulf. And it can-
not be overstated that energy supplies touch
nearly every aspect of our lives from our
economy to our national security.

Passage of H.R. 4 would greatly assist in
our ability to secure a more dependable and
diversified domestic supply of energy. And, I
would note that since the Persian Gulf War
our security has become more threatened
with our dependence on foreign sources of oil
growing from 35 percent of domestic supply
to nearly 60 percent.

AMVETS firmly believes that we cannot
wait for the next crisis before we act. H.R. 4,
as approved by the House, is a critical part
of an overall policy America requires to pro-
mote dependable, affordable, and environ-
mentally sound production and distribution
of energy for the future. We urge your expe-
dited approval of this legislation.

Dedicated to service,
JOSEPH W. LIPOWSKI,
National Commander.

EXHIBIT 2

THE AMERICAN LEGION,
Washington, DC, October 25, 2001.
Hon. ToM DASCHLE,
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR DASCHLE: We write today
out of a sense of urgency concerning our na-
tional security, as it relates to our need for
energy independence. The development of
America’s domestic energy resources is vital
to our national security. We respectfully
urge you to adopt the provisions contained
in H.R. 4, the ‘“Securing America’s Future
Energy Act of 2001.”

War and international terrorism have
again brought into sharp focus the heavy re-
liance of the United States on imported oil.
During times of crises, such reliance threat-
ens our national security and economic well
being. The import of more than 50 percent of
our petroleum from the Persian Gulf further
compounds our foreign trade balance at a
time when our energy demands continue
unabated. It is important that we develop
domestic sources of oil, contained within our

The Capitol,
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public lands—such as the supplies within the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.

Working for a comprehensive energy policy
and achieving responsible energy independ-
ence are critical national security and eco-
nomic goals. H.R. 4, as passed by the House
of Representatives, is a major step forward
to achieving these imperative goals. We
strongly urge your support.

Sincerely,
RICHARD J. SANTOS,
National Commander.
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS
OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, DC, October 29, 2001.
Hon. ToM DASCHLE,
Majority Leader U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR DASCHLE: The 2.7 million
members of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of
the United States and its Ladies Auxiliary
supports H.R. 4, the ‘“‘Securing America’s Fu-
ture Energy Act of 2001 or SAFE Act of
2001. We applaud the House of Representa-
tives for its bipartisan work in addressing
our energy vulnerability by passing H.R. 4.
We believe the Senate should consider and
vote on H.R. 4 so that our nation has an en-
ergy plan for the future and can move for-
ward quickly with a comprehensive plan to
develop our domestic energy resources.

Keeping in mind the horrific events of Sep-
tember 11 and mindful of the threats we are
facing, we strongly believe that the develop-
ment of America’s domestic energy re-
sources is a vital national security priority.
We need to take steps to reverse our growing
dependence on Middle East oil as quickly as
possible. By passing H.R. 4, the Senate will
be supporting our troops serving in combat
on Operation Enduring Freedom, the Amer-
ican people, and our national security with a
comprehensive energy legislation that is des-
perately needed to diversify the energy sup-
ply for our country and chart a course for
the future.

The VFW strongly urges the Senate to con-
sider and vote on H.R. 4 as passed in the
House in this session of Congress.

Sincerely,
ROBERT E. WALLACE,
Executive Director.
VIETNAM VETERANS INSTITUTE,
October 30, 2001.
MAJOR VETERANS GROUPS ASK SENATE TO

QUICKLY PASS ENERGY BILL TO STRENGTH-

EN AMERICA FOR WAR ON TERRORISM

WASHINGTON.—Major veterans groups—
with a combined membership of nearly 5 mil-
lion—today called on the Senate to quickly
pass an energy bill that includes a provision
allowing more oil drilling in Alaska to
strengthen America’s national security and
economy for the war on terrorism.

The American Legion, the Veterans of For-
eign Wars, AMVETS, the Vietnam Veterans
Institute and the Catholic War Veterans
urged senators to accelerate development of
domestic energy resources, including the
supplies within the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge (ANWR) in Alaska, as an urgent mat-
ter of national security.

In letters to Senate Majority Leader Tom
Daschle (D-SD), veterans groups asked
Daschle to allow the energy bill passed by
the House—H.R. 4—to come to a straight ma-
jority vote in the Senate promptly, without
a Democratic filibuster that would take 60
votes to break. Daschle opposes the bill’s
provision allowing oil drilling in part of
ANWR.

Secretary of Veterans Affairs Anthony J.
Principi and Senators Frank Murkowski (R-
AK), Larry Craig (R-ID), Rick Santorum (R-
PA) and George Voinovich (R-OH)—who all
support the energy legislation—joined the
veterans groups at a news conference today.
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American Legion National Commander
Richard J. Santos wrote in his letter to
Daschle: “War and international terrorism
have again brought into sharp focus the
heavy reliance of the United States on im-
ported oil. During times of crises, such reli-
ance threatens our national security and
economic well being . .. . It is important
that we develop domestic sources of oil, con-
tained within our public lands—such as the
supplies within the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge.”

Robert E. Wallace, executive director of
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, wrote
Daschle: ‘“‘By passing H.R. 4, the Senate will
be supporting our troops serving in combat
on Operation Enduring Freedom, the Amer-
ican people and our national security with a
comprehensive energy legislation that is des-
perately needed to diversify the energy sup-
ply for our country and chart a course for
the future.”

J. Eldon Yates, chairman and founder of
the Vietnam Veterans Institute wrote
Daschle: ““The development of America’s do-
mestic energy resources is vital to our na-
tional security. We respectfully urge you to
immediately pass H.R. 4, the comprehensive
energy legislation . . . . Following the hor-
rific events of September 11, 2001, failure to
pass this bill would pose a threat to our peo-
ple, our economy, and our national security,
that we all wore the uniform to maintain.”

Also attending the news conference was
Roger Thomas, 81, of Frederick, MD, who
was a Navy radioman at Kaneohe Bay near
Pearl Harbor when Japanese warplanes
dropped bombs around him on December 7,
1941. Thomas was uninjured and went on to
fly combat missions in World War II. ‘““The
terrorist attacks of September 11 were worse
than the attack on Pearl Harbor, because un-
armed civilians were murdered and many
more died,” Thomas said. “In World War II,
America could produce all the oil we needed
to fight back and defeat our enemies in bat-
tle, but today we’re in a dangerous situation
because we rely on other countries to pro-
vide our o0il.”

Today’s military uses far more fuel than in
past wars. For example, the 582,000 U.S. mili-
tary personnel in the Persian Gulf War in
1991 consumed more oil on a daily basis than
the 2 million men of the Allied armies that
liberated Europe in World War II.

The United States gets about 55 percent of
its oil from foreign nations—up steadily over
the years from almost nothing during WWII,
to 36 percent in 1973 and 46 percent as re-
cently as 1991. America sends about $100 bil-
lion a year to foreign nations to pay for im-
ported oil.

Experts believe ANWR may contain the
largest supply of oil ever found in American
history—an estimated 16 billion barrels of re-
coverable oil, which could be turned into 742
billion gallons of gasoline. That’s the equiva-
lent of total U.S. gasoline consumption for
nearly six years.

According to an analysis by Wharton Econ-
ometrics Forecasting Associates, develop-
ment of oil reserves in the coastal plain of
ANWR could create as many as 736,000 jobs in
the United States—most of them outside
Alaska—and pump billions of dollars into the
U.S. economy.

ANWR covers 19.6 million acres, but the
energy legislation before the Senate would
open up only 1.5 million acres to exploration.
Just a tiny fraction of that—about 2,000
acres of surface land—would experience oil
drilling activity if oil were found.

STATEMENT OF OUR NATION’S VETERANS
GROUPS
‘“OUR DOMESTIC ENERGY SECURITY IS OUR
NATIONAL SECURITY”’

We, the undersigned, representing our na-

tion’s veterans, strongly believe that the de-
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velopment of America’s domestic energy re-
sources is a vital national security priority.
The horrific events of September 11, 2001,
constitute a threat to our people, our econ-
omy, and our nation’s security. With U.S.
troops actively engaged in combat overseas,
we firmly believe that America can and will
win this prolonged war against terrorism,
using all its resources to defend our nation
and the cause of freedom around the world.

Because of these beliefs, we applaud the
House of Representatives for its bipartisan
work in addressing our energy vulnerability
by passing H.R. 4, the ‘“‘Securing America’s
Future Energy Act of 2001 or the ‘Safe Act
of 2001.” It is imperative that the Senate
pass the House version of H.R. 4 so that our
nation can move forward in establishing our
energy security, as well as our defense of
freedom at home and abroad. It is essential
for us to develop all domestic energy re-
sources including the supplies within the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.

By passing H.R. 4, the comprehensive en-
ergy legislation, the Senate will be sup-
porting our troops in the field, all Ameri-
cans, their families, and our nation. We, as
Veterans, stand united and respectfully re-
quest that the Senate vote on and pass H.R.
4,

J. ELDON YATES,
Chairman and Founder, Vietnam Veterans
Institute.
JOSEPH SATRIANO,
National First Vice Commander, Catholic War
Veterans of the United States of America.
VIETNAM VETERANS INSTITUTE,
October 30, 2001.
Hon. ToM DASCHLE,
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR DASCHLE: We write today
out of a sense of urgency concerning our na-
tional security as it relates to our energy
supply. The development of America’s do-
mestic energy resources is vital to our na-
tional security. We respectfully urge you to
immediately pass H.R. 4, the comprehensive
energy legislation.

We are pleased the House of Representa-
tives, acting with bipartisan support, ad-
dressed our energy vulnerability by passing
H.R. 4, the ‘Securing America’s Future En-
ergy Act of 2001’ or the ‘SAFE Act of 2001.” It
is imperative the Senate do the same. Fol-
lowing the horrific events of September 11,
2001, failure to pass this bill would pose a
threat to our people, our economy, and our
national security, that we all wore the uni-
form to maintain.

All Americans, as well as our military
troops, need this legislation enacted into
law. If we intend to rebuild our economy and
continue the campaign against international
terrorism and those who attack us, we must
develop domestic sources of o0il contained
within our public lands—such as the supplies
within the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.
We must be able to rely to the fullest extent
possible on our own resources to provide for
the maintenance of our economy at home
and our prolonged war effort abroad.

By passing H.R. 4, the comprehensive en-
ergy legislation now, the Senate will be sup-
porting our troops in the field and all work-
ing Americans, including those displaced by
this heartless act of aggression. We, as Vet-
erans, stand united and cannot overstate the
importance of this legislation, and respect-
fully request you lead the Senate by voting
on and passing H.R. 4 so our nation can move
forward in defense of freedom around the
world.

We know that when the chips are down,
America can and will stand and fight, using
all its resources and all its might to defend
our nation and the cause of freedom around

the Capitol,
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the world. Join us in this cause. Pass the
comprehensive energy bill and help us re-
build America!
With the support of our members,
J. ELDON YATES,
Chairman and Founder,
Vietnam Veterans Institute.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Illinois.

THE RIGHT MEDICINE

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President,
President Bush’s speech to the Amer-
ican people last night was exactly the
right medicine. America is truly con-
cerned over terrorism and bioterrorism
and what it means to our country.

I listened carefully to the President’s
speech in Atlanta, GA. I thought he
struck the right tone. As concerned as
we are—and we should be concerned—
we take heart in the fact that this
country has been strengthened by this
crisis and this challenge. We have come
together in what has been called the
“‘re-United States of America.”

Many people understand patriotism
from a different perspective than they
did just a few weeks ago. We stand in
awe, in respect, and in admiration of
many heroes in America. The President
acknowledged them last night—the
firefighters in New York City and
across America, the people who are in
law enforcement, medical rescue
teams, teachers, postal workers, and of
course the men and women in uniform
who daily put their lives on the line for
America. It is appropriate that we re-
member them as we try to wrestle with
our personal concerns about safety and
security since September 11.

I thought the President struck just
the right chord in calling on America
to bring out the very best in our Na-
tion.

Within the last several weeks, Con-
gress has been called on by the Presi-
dent many times to provide him with
the authority and the resources to deal
with this crisis. Without exception,
Congress has responded in a strong bi-
partisan manner in an effort to make
certain the President and certainly the
armed services have all they need to
execute this war effectively.

This week, the Senate considered the
intelligence authorization bill which
gives additional resources to the intel-
ligence community. This is an impor-
tant component of our effective defense
of America and defense of our values.
As a member of the Senate Intelligence
Committee, I know full well that one of
the most heartening events that has
occurred since September 11 is the fact
that countries around the world are
now cooperating with the TUnited
States in fighting terrorism. Some of
those countries, which have been our
closest allies for years, frankly, did not
take this subject as seriously as they
should have. Now they do. As they co-
operate with us, we have an oppor-
tunity to reach out and try to stop the
spread of terrorism across the world.
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CONFLICT DIAMONDS ACT

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, yes-
terday I had a press conference with
two of my colleagues, Senator DEWINE
of Ohio and Congressman TONY HALL of
Ohio as well. We are cosponsors of leg-
islation which deals with a phe-
nomenon that has become increasingly
important in this discussion.

It is not enough we search out Osama
bin Laden and his lieutenants in their
caves in Afghanistan and stop those
cells of terrorist activity around the
world. We have to find a way to starve
them of the assets and resources they
need to succeed. The President made it
clear this week that this has to be an
immediate response by the United
States. So as part of antiterrorism, we
have created new authority to deal
with money laundering—money laun-
dering and transfers of money that
have been used to finance the terrorist
network.

A little over a week ago, though, we
came to learn that there was another
source for the terrorist operation. That
source is diamonds. It appears that in
west Africa in particular, and in Sierra
Leone, where terrorist organizations
have taken control of the production of
diamonds, they are not only using
these diamonds to promote their ter-
rorism in west Africa, but they are ex-
changing these diamonds in inter-
national commerce among terrorist
groups.

In Sierra Leone and other countries,
we have seen absolutely barbaric con-
duct by these terrorists in west Africa.
We have seen people who have been
killed and mutilated, hundreds if not
thousands of people who faced amputa-
tions of their hands, arms, legs, and
feet as terrorist payback for their lack
of loyalty to the terrorist cause.

How do these terrorists keep moving
along? They are mining diamonds
which eventually find their way into
some of the most comfortable, demo-
cratic, and peaceful parts of this world.

We have introduced legislation, the
Conflict Diamonds Act, which will re-
quire a certification of the country of
origin for diamonds so we can starve
out the diamonds that are coming out
of west Africa and other places where
they are supporting terrorism.

This is so important. It was impor-
tant before September 11. It is more
important now because we have come
to learn that Osama bin Laden gath-
ered these diamonds before September
11 as his way of bankrolling his ter-
rorist operation. Diamonds do not
leave a paper trail. A person with a
handful of diamonds worth many thou-
sands of dollars can stick them in his
pocket or in a purse or in a packet and
move through any metal detector, any
security device undetected. That is a
reality.

We have joined in a bipartisan fash-
ion with the jewelry industry and with
the diamond industry to promote the
conflict diamonds bill to stop this il-
licit terrorist trade in diamonds.

The United States plays such a crit-
ical role when it comes to this issue.
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We in the United States import 65 per-
cent of all the diamonds in the world.
If we put strong standards in place and
our allies who have joined us in this
war against terrorism also pass similar
standards, we can starve off a source of
money, a source of terrorism that is
clearly becoming rampant, even as we
speak.

Diamonds have always been a symbol
of enduring love. Unfortunately, today
they have become the currency of ter-
rorism. I know the House Ways and
Means Committee had a hearing on
this bill last week. I am happy the Sen-
ate passed this bill earlier this year,
and we are going to have to address it
again.

I call on all my colleagues, Demo-
crats and Republicans, to consider this
a matter of great urgency and join us
in a bipartisan fashion. Senator FEIN-
GOLD, Senator DEWINE, I, Congressman
ToNY HALL, and Congressman FRANK
WoOLF, in a true bipartisan fashion,
have tried to move this important
issue forward.

I close on this issue by giving special
credit to Congressman TONY HALL, who
has been a leader on this for years—not
for months but for years. It is his good
work that has brought us to this point.
I am happy to be an ally of TONY HALL
in any cause, but when it comes to a
cause of this importance, I hope my
colleagues will take a close look at
this legislation.

———

AMERICA’S ECONOMY

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, as
part of the challenge facing America
today, we have to consider the state of
America’s economy, and it is a sad
state of affairs. After almost 10 years
of unparalleled prosperity in the his-
tory of the United States, during the
past year we have seen terrible things
occur—a massive growth in
unemployment. The number of people
who have been laid off across America
is now reaching, unfortunately, his-
toric levels. Last month saw the big-
gest 1-month increase in unemploy-
ment in 21 years. Nearly 7% million
Americans are now out of work, and
the economists have warned us that a 1
or 2 million more may be losing their
jobs over the next 12 months. Small
and large businesses have faced this.

A friend of mine who deals with
bankruptcies has told me we will be
shocked as we hear the names of the
major corporations and businesses
which are going to go bankrupt in the
near future. It is a fact of life this
downturn in the economy is touching
us in virtually every area of American
life.

This is a time of year when many
American businesses hope to show
their greatest profit and success. This
retail season around the holidays
means so much to companies across
America. Unfortunately, the sales are
slow and the indication is clear that
the American people are holding back.
It is an understandable impulse on
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their part, understandable because
they are not certain of their own sta-
bility in their job or their small busi-
ness. They are uncertain about the fu-
ture of our economy and, of course, the
war which we are waging has led people
to have a certain personal austerity, a
little less flamboyance when it comes
to their lifestyle. It is understandable.
It reflects the spirit of sacrifice.

So what we need to do in Congress is
to consider what it will take to turn
this around. How can we breathe life
back into this economy and get it mov-
ing forward? They have called it an
economic stimulus package or an eco-
nomic recovery package. Whatever the
description, it is clear to me Congress
should do something and do it imme-
diately.

Several weeks ago, I called together
business and labor leaders in my home
State of Illinois, in the city of Chicago.
Some of the largest corporations were
represented, as well as small businesses
and labor unions, and I said to them:
Tell me what the problem is as you see
it; what do you think the solution
should be.

They came amazingly to a consensus.
Seated around this table were Demo-
crats and Republicans and Independ-
ents, people in labor, people in busi-
ness. They said: It is our impression we
have too much production in America
and not enough consumption. There
are too many cars and refrigerators
and washers and dryers waiting for
buyers. So we need to give the Amer-
ican people the resources and the con-
fidence to take money, go to the store,
and make an important purchase. They
said that consumer confidence is crit-
ical to any kind of economic stimulus;
focus on the consumers.

Secondly, they said to do it in a
hurry because if there is going to be an
impact on this economy, do not wait.
Congress has a tendency to identify
problems and then spend months, if not
years, waiting to respond. Well, when
it comes to the economy, we cannot af-
ford to do that.

The third thing they said is, do not
do anything today that you will regret
tomorrow. Make this a temporary fix
so when it is all over, we will not have
a problem we have to cope with for
years to come.

This is the advice of a diverse group
of people who came together in Chi-
cago. It is exactly the same advice
which we have been given on Capitol
Hill. Economist after economist has
come into this building and told us,
these are the three things: Help the
consumers move forward, do it quickly,
and do not do anything that will jeop-
ardize the economy in the long run.

So how do we achieve that? Well, it is
very clear to me if we want to move
the economy forward and help con-
sumers, we ought to focus on those in-
dividuals in our economy who are most
likely, with additional resources, to
spend them.

My basic course in economics, which
I took many years ago at Georgetown,
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said people in lower and middle-income
groups will spend their money and do it
more quickly, and they are more likely
to spend it than those in higher income
categories.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s time has expired.

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent for an additional 10 minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection?

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Alaska.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Did I hear the
Senator request an additional 10 min-
utes?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. That is correct.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. I was seeking rec-
ognition and was going to recognize my
colleague from Missouri who has to
catch an airplane. She needed 5 min-
utes. I stepped aside for her. I obvi-
ously want to accommodate Members
and do not intend to object, but what is
the order of morning business? Is it 10
minutes?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. It is a 10-minute limitation.

Mr. DURBIN. In response to the Sen-
ator from Alaska, I gave the same ac-
commodation to his colleague who just
left, who asked for additional time to
speak, but I do not want to keep any-
one from catching their plane.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. My concern was
to accommodate the Senator from Mis-
souri.

Mr. DURBIN. I want to accommodate
my colleague from Missouri, too. I
yield 5 minutes to her and then ask for
an additional 10 minutes.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. I have no objec-
tion.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The Senator from Missouri.

————————

REVITALIZING THE AMERICAN
ECONOMY

Mrs. CARNAHAN. Madam President,
I thank my colleague from Alaska and
my colleague from Illinois for their
kindness this morning.

I add my voice to those who believe
we must act quickly to revitalize the
American economy. Even before the
terrorist attacks, our economy was
slowing down. New reports now indi-
cate the unemployment rate is rising,
that consumer confidence is low, and
that businesses are postponing invest-
ments. The convergence of these im-
portant indicators spells trouble for us
in the months ahead. That is why Con-
gress must act now.

The American people expect us to
find solutions. All across America, the
fires of patriotism are burning brightly
while in the Congress we smolder in in-
decision. In fact, we in this Congress
can learn from the unity and patriot-
ism of the American people. They want
us to work together across party lines
to do the urgent business of this Na-
tion.
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Leading economists in the country
have repeatedly told us what needs to
be done. We can jump-start our slug-
gish economy, we are told, by pro-
viding immediate tax relief and eco-
nomic assistance targeted to those who
are most likely to invest and spend.
These economists have also warned us
that if we abandon fiscal discipline,
long-term interest rates will rise. It is
time for us to heed their sensible ad-
vice.

The Democratic and Republican lead-
ers of the Budget Committee in both
the House and the Senate have laid out
very useful principles for an effective
stimulus package. They all agree the
legislation ought to be immediate, it
should be temporary, and it should be
focused on individuals and businesses
most likely to spend the stimulus dol-
lars. I believe if we abide by these bi-
partisan principles, we can craft a
stimulus package that would give a
boost to the American economy, and
we can do that without jeopardizing
our long-term fiscal health.

Using these guidelines, we can craft a
package that will garner support from
both parties and one that President
Bush can sign quickly. Our goal is to
get the Nation back to work again and
back to growing again. By getting cash
into the hands of businesses, we can
create new jobs and new investments in
plants and equipment.

A number of promising ideas have
been suggested that would provide this
needed cash infusion into businesses. It
has been proposed that businesses
could accelerate the rate at which they
depreciate new assets. Doing this
would help businesses of all sizes de-
crease their costs this year and free up
investment capital.

For example, let me tell my col-
leagues about a company in my home-
town of Rolla, MO. It is called Brewer
Science, Inc. It is a successful and
growing company that employs 235 peo-
ple. It produces the chemicals used in
the manufacture of integrated circuits.
The proposed increase in allowable de-
ductions would enable this small busi-
ness to expand faster. Additional cash
in this business could be spent on addi-
tional research and development, and
that is the kind of investment and ex-
pansion that will get our economy
back on track.

Increasing business investments ad-
dress only part of the problem. While
the economy goes through its natural
business cycle, many Americans are
facing immediate unemployment. Cre-
ating new jobs for these workers is cru-
cial, but it will take some time. In the
meanwhile, we must help these fami-
lies in crisis. Last Friday, the Labor
Department released some alarming
figures. Seven hundred thousand Amer-
icans lost their jobs in October. The
unemployment rate surged to 5.4 per-
cent this month. There are now a total
of 7.7 million Americans out of work.
These are staggering numbers. Fami-
lies all across America are hurting.

Shortly after September 11, I encour-
aged my colleagues to act quickly on
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behalf of the workers in the airline in-
dustry who lost their jobs abruptly. To
my great regret, they did not act.

At that time, many in this body
claimed it was appropriate to wait.
They said we ought to deal with assist-
ance to the unemployed when we con-
sider broader legislation to stimulate
the economic recovery. Now almost 8
million Americans are worrying about
how they will pay the rent or their
mortgage. Millions of American par-
ents have lost their health care insur-
ance, and they are worrying what they
will do if a child gets sick. Millions of
families are wondering how they will
put food on their Thanksgiving table
this year. It would be unconscionable
to tell these people to wait any longer.
Extended unemployment benefits and
help with health care coverage must be
included in a stimulus package.

By extending unemployment com-
pensation, we will be putting dollars
into the hands of people who need the
money immediately for their basic
needs. The money will be spent quick-
ly, which in turn provides the needed
remedy for an ailing economy. We have
an opportunity to do the right thing at
the right time and for the right rea-
sons. We must act quickly and in a bi-
partisan fashion. We cannot afford to
wait until more people are laid off or
more businesses fail. We must not
leave our families to struggle without
help or without hope.

If we have the will, we can forge a
just and reasonable compromise that
will ease the pain of this recession.
When Holocaust survivor Elie Wiesel
was asked what was the most impor-
tant commandment, he replied: Thou
shall not sit by idly. That response
points up the importance of acting
when we have a chance to influence an
outcome. During this time of crisis, let
it not be said of the U.S. Congress that
we sat idly by. Let us act with courage,
and let us act now.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DURBIN. I congratulate my col-
league from Missouri. She said in just
a few moments exactly what we need
to hear as we consider this economic
stimulus package.

I believe she has put a finger on it:
We are being called on, across America,
to rally behind our flag, our President,
and our cause, that we should make
certain when it comes to the economic
stimulus package, we also keep in
mind that all America is involved. It is
the working families in America pay-
ing the payroll taxes into the Social
Security trust fund who are funding all
we are doing. The money we are spend-
ing to defend America against ter-
rorism, the money we are spending to
rebuild New York, the money we are
spending to help the airline industry,
the money we are spending for an eco-
nomic stimulus all comes out of the
Social Security trust fund, and all of
that money comes from the payroll
workers across America.

When we talk about invigorating this
economy and getting it moving forward
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again, what a difference in approach we
have between the two political parties.
On the House side, the Republicans
came up with a stimulus package
which I am afraid doesn’t meet the test
of encouraging consumer spending,
doing it in a timely fashion, and not
damaging the economy. Instead, what
the House Republican package came up
with was, sadly, a great deal of tax re-
lief for the biggest corporations in
America. This is profiteering in the
name of patriotism.

Consider for a minute that these cor-
porations would receive rebate checks
for 15 years’ worth of Federal income
tax under the stimulus plan supported
by the House of Representatives. IBM
would receive $1.4 billion from the So-
cial Security trust fund; Ford, $1 bil-
lion; General Motors, $833 million. The
list goes on and on. Billions and bil-
lions of dollars in corporate relief from
the House Republican stimulus plan
and precious little or nothing for the
workers across America.

We know what will get this economy
moving again. Give some money to the
people who are having a tough time—
having just lost their jobs—to keep
their families together, and they will
spend it. Of course they will. Give the
people who just lost their jobs help in
paying for health insurance, and they
will use that help because they are as
frightened as anyone that family mem-
bers or their children will not be pro-
tected with health insurance. Those
are the pillars of the Senate Demo-
cratic plan for stimulus: That we help
those who have just been laid off, who
are facing a difficult time.

We also provide tax rebates for 45
million low-income taxpayers who re-
ceived no rebate earlier this year. Peo-
ple pay payroll taxes, pay into the So-
cial Security trust fund. This time
around, we believe they should receive
some tax assistance.

We have business tax cuts, as well—
a 10-percent bonus appreciation. I
heard from businesses across Illinois:
Give us some help in depreciating some
of the things we purchase and we will
purchase more. That can move the
economy forward. It is a sensible plan.

We want to extend unemployment
benefits an additional 13 weeks in all 50
States. This is not a radical sugges-
tion. This is the course followed by
President Bush’s father. In the teeth of
a recession, he said: We have to stand
by the people who have lost their jobs.
In America we have 7.5 million Ameri-
cans who are out of work. We ought to
stand by them and any laid off in the
near future. We need to expand cov-
erage to the people who do not receive
unemployment insurance today.

We also know when it comes to this
health insurance, unless we help people
buy health insurance once they have
lost a job, they will have none; they
are not likely to do so. Just do the
math. The average unemployment
check is $230 a week; the average pay-
ment for private health insurance when
you have lost your job is $588 a month.
It just does not work.
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We have quite a contrast between the
Republican approach of getting this
economy moving forward and the
Democratic approach. The Republican
approach embodies tax cuts for the
wealthy and profitable corporations
and nothing for homeland security. I
hope I get a moment to get to this
issue.

When it comes to tax cuts for the
wealthy, by speeding up the rate cuts,
the Republican plan would give a new
$16,000-a-year tax break to the wealthi-
est 1 percent of Americans. Those are
people making over $1 million a year,
receiving $16,000 from the Republican
tax stimulus. What a stimulus that is:
For citizens making $1 million a year,
we want to give you $16,000 more. That
is not going to put money back into
the economy, not nearly as much as
helping the economy by giving the
money to the average working family,
the middle-income family across Amer-
ica.

When we give every millionaire a
check from the Treasury for $16,000,
that is money being thrown away that
could be used to deal with economic
stimulus. That $16,000 goes right out of
the Social Security trust fund. Payroll
taxes paid by average workers into the
Social Security trust fund are being
spent to give a $16,000-a-year check to
the wealthiest people in America—and
to do it for 4 years under the Repub-
lican plan.

The Republican plan, in addition,
with the accelerated tax cuts, costs $27
billion in 2002—next year—and in-
creases to $121 billion over 10 years. Re-
member the advice we receive from
people: Don’t do anything that will
hurt us in the long term. They are
going to basically eat up any surplus
we have in the future to give tax cuts
to the wealthiest people in this coun-
try. That makes no sense at all.

————

HOMELAND SECURITY

Mr. DURBIN. I have a Ilimited
amount of time and will now reflect on
the issue of homeland security. There
are two ways to move the economy for-
ward: Tax cuts and spending. The fast-
er way, the more effective and imme-
diate way, is through spending because
as we spend on important projects and
the money is spent, people are em-
ployed to do things important for
America.

Senator BYRD of West Virginia and
others have offered as part of the stim-
ulus package a $20 billion package
dealing with homeland security. Where
would that money go? For example, it
would go to law enforcement. In my
State of Illinois, my Republican Gov-
ernor has asked me to help come up
with $20 million so we can have a state-
wide communications network to deal
with any emergencies, any crisis, any
act of terrorism. This is money well
spent. I want to give the Governor that
money, but unless Senator BYRD’s
package moves forward, it is not likely
that will happen.
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The same thing on bioterrorism: We
want to see money going into public
health departments, State and local, to
help them fight the war against bioter-
rorism. We need them. We have real-
ized that with the anthrax crisis.

Look at the contrast: What the ad-
ministration has called for to help pub-
lic health departments on bioterrorism
is $300 million a year to go to State and
local public health agencies. That
amount is nothing. Remember, as well,
the Republicans, in their stimulus plan
coming from the House, want to give
$1.4 billion to one corporation—IBM.
To give four or five times as much as
might be spent to fight the war against
bioterrorism is clearly a loss of our pri-
ority.

We also need to put money into secu-
rity for Amtrak, for our airports, for
our highways, for critical infrastruc-
ture across America. The money called
for by Senator BYRD would go for that
purpose. I think that is money well
spent and invested in the infrastruc-
ture of this country.

People expect us to respond to this
crisis with not only tax cuts that will
truly move the economy forward but
also with a spending package that
makes America safer. It doesn’t make
America safer to give a $16,000 check to
a millionaire out of the Social Security
trust fund. It might make America
safer if we take that money and invest
it in law enforcement, in protecting
critical infrastructure such as water
supplies, nuclear power plants, and the
highways, and infrastructure across
America.

Those are the differences, and they
are critical differences.

I also make note of the fact that the
editorial response to the Republican
stimulus package so far has been uni-
formly negative. As a matter of fact,
Treasury Secretary Paul O’Neill re-
ferred to the House-Republican-backed
stimulus package as just so much show
business. We don’t need show business
on Capitol Hill; we need to get down to
serious business. That serious business
involves responding to our economic
crisis and doing it in a timely fashion
and a fair manner.

I salute the Senate Finance Com-
mittee for moving forward a package
yesterday, on a partisan rollcall, I am
sorry to report, but one that we will
consider next week. I hope the Repub-
licans will work with us quickly pass a
bipartisan package. The sooner we can
respond to this economy and its needs,
the better it will be.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Alaska.

——
DEVELOPING ANWR

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President,
I listened carefully to my colleague
from Illinois. I think what we are going
to see next week is almost class war-
fare on the issue of the stimulus.

What is a stimulus? Stimulus is what
really stimulates the economy. I think
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as we look at the difference in the posi-
tions of both parties, we come to the
conclusion that for those who happen
to have the circumstances that allow
them to have accumulated capital, it is
in our interests to encourage them to
invest in inventories, expenditures, and
so forth, so this economy can move. It
doesn’t move necessarily simply by
government spending. These should be
determined to be true stimulus mat-
ters.

I would like to reflect, as a member
of the Finance Committee, on how we
got into this situation relative to put-
ting a bill together, under the Finance
Committee leadership of the two lead-
ers, Senator BAUCUS and Senator
GRASSLEY, who had worked together
extraordinarily well on the tax pack-
age. It was a bipartisan package, so un-
like what came out of the Finance
Committee yesterday. It seemed as if
the Republican participation in the
process had been virtually eliminated
by the Democratic majority and the
Democratic majority leader. In the
manner in which he dictated the terms
and conditions, there would be vir-
tually no input from the Republicans
in that package.

As a consequence, I do admire the
chairman, Senator BAUCUS, for insist-
ing that the process at least go through
the committee because, unlike what
happened in the Energy Committee
where the Democratic leader simply
pulled the energy bill and there was no
committee process; there was no input
from the authorization committee, so
the committee basically shut down,
and the Democratic leader took it upon
himself to work up an energy bill that
we have yet to see. What we are seeing
here is an extraordinary dictate of
power from the Democratic leader who
says: We are going to do it my way. We
are not going to go through the process
associated with the authorizing com-
mittees.

As a consequence, what happened
yesterday in the Finance Committee
was a partisan vote. We are going to
start in with that package on Tuesday.
If we are going to get anywhere, we are
going to start in accommodating each
other’s points of view, working towards
a bipartisan solution. Clearly, this
country, and the President, wants to
have this issue resolved. It should be
resolved. But it has to be a true stim-
ulus.

What I am doing is drawing a little
bit of a parallel to the power politics of
what is occurring here. We saw ini-
tially on the energy bill, as I have indi-
cated, where the authorizing commit-
tee’s jurisdiction was basically elimi-
nated and the chairman of the com-
mittee saw fit to simply leave the obli-
gation up to the Democratic leader-
ship. That almost occurred in the Fi-
nance Committee but not quite.

As we look at the stimulus, I want to
reflect one more time on what true
stimulus is. True stimulus is the cre-
ation of jobs, the creation of jobs by
urging the private sector to invest, ini-
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tiate action. There is one issue before
this body, and it is either going to be
on the stimulus bill or perhaps we can
make an arrangement with the Demo-
cratic leadership to take it up, debate
it, vote up or down, and address the
issues as they should be—and that is
the issue of an energy bill.

One of the issues in that bill is the
contentious issue of ANWR. Should it
be opened? Should it not? We have seen
the position of our President on numer-
ous occasions who says it is an integral
part of the Nation’s energy policy to
reduce our dependence on imported oil.
The American Legion, Veterans of For-
eign Wars, AMVETS, Vietnam Vet-
erans, the Catholic War Veterans, what
do they say? I could go on and on. They
have implored the Democratic leader
to put this on the calendar, to take it
up, vote on it. Their particular view of
this issue is they don’t believe we
should send any more men and women
to fight a war on foreign shores.

I am reminded of the comments of a
former Member, Mark Hatfield, who
was a pacifist. He said: I would vote for
opening ANWR any day rather than
send another man or woman to fight a
war on foreign shores over oil.

I think that says a lot for American
veterans. Make no mistake about it; we
fought a war over oil in the Persian
Gulf. Today we are buying oil from our
enemy, whom we basically conquered
in that war, Saddam Hussein. We are
importing over a million barrels a day.
Yet at the same time we are enforcing
a no-fly zone over that country. We are
putting at stake the lives of American
men and women. As we take the oil
from Iraq, put it in our planes, and en-
force the no-fly zone, we bomb him.
The consequence of that is he takes our
money, develops a missile capability,
maybe a biological capability, and
aims it at our ally, Israel. Maybe that
is an oversimplification of foreign pol-
icy, but it is not too far off.

Organized labor is totally aboard.
For the International Brotherhood of
Teamsters, maritime unions, seafarers
unions, operating engineers, plumbers,
pipefitters, carpenters and joiners, this
is a jobs issue. Where can you find a
stimulus that will generate roughly
250,000 jobs—these are U.S. jobs, these
are union jobs in this country—other
than this particular issue of opening up
that sliver of ANWR?

The interesting thing is we are cre-
ating jobs. We are also generating rev-
enue to the Federal Government be-
cause those lease sales are estimated to
generate about $3.6 billion from the
private sector.

What we have here is an opportunity,
an extraordinary opportunity to recog-
nize the realities associated with what
this stimulus would do to the economy.
There is not one other thing any Mem-
ber can identify that will not cost the
taxpayer one red cent and that will em-
ploy more people in this country, gen-
erate more jobs.

From where do these jobs come? We
will have to build another 19 or 20 U.S.-
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flagged vessels, tankers, to move the
oil because we have to move it in a
U.S.-flagged vessel. They are going to
be built in U.S. yards with U.S. work-
ers. We don’t make steel or pipes or
valves in Alaska. They are built all
over the United States. This is real
stimulus.

The Hispanic community, the Latin-
American Management Association
and Latino coalition, the TUnited
States-Mexico Chamber of Commerce,
all support this. We even have the sen-
iors organizations and of course the
American businesses, manufacturers,
and so forth.

What is this all about? This is an
issue that America’s extreme environ-
mental community has latched onto
over a period of time, generated a lot of
revenues and a lot of membership, and
they are going to hang onto this issue
because they recognize the value of it.

Some Members, obviously, are look-
ing to the political support from these
issues. I think we have to stand up for
what is right for America.

We see a remark made by a spokes-
man for the Democratic leader:

Everyone knows we will not get a drop of
oil out of Alaska for a decade, and it won’t
last more than a few days.

That is a statement made by a person
who obviously has no knowledge of re-
ality. The reality is, if it ranges be-
tween the estimates of 5.6 billion and
16 billion barrels, it would be as much
as we import currently from Saudi
Arabia over 30 years and as much as we
are now importing from Iraq for 50
years. That is reality.

How can we frame this in any sense?

Let’s look at Prudhoe Bay. Every-
body is somewhat familiar with that.
That came on line 27 years ago. The ar-
guments today against opening up
ANWR are basically the same that ex-
isted 30 years ago when we were talk-
ing about opening Prudhoe Bay. We
built an 800-mile pipeline along the
length of Alaska. Is it going to be a
fence? Are the animals going to be able
to cross it? Is it a hot pipeline over per-
mafrost. Will it melt? Will it withstand
earthquakes? It is one of the construc-
tion wonders of the world.

Prudhoe Bay was supposed to provide
10 billion barrels. It has now produced
13 billion barrels. It is still producing
17 percent of the total crude oil pro-
duced in this country today. Those are
the realities.

I am very disappointed that some
people who have never been up there
speak with such eloquence and knowl-
edge. They do not know what our Na-
tive people want. Our Native people
want a lifestyle that provides better
job opportunities and better health
care. The people in my State of Alaska
within that 1,002 area of ANWR own
59,000 acres. It is their own private
land. They can’t even get access to
drill for gas on their own land. This is
an injustice.

There is a rather interesting dichot-
omy here because we are all concerned
about public opinion. The New York
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Times, in 1987, 1988, and 1989, supported
opening this area. I will read a little
bit from the New York Times, April 23.
It says:

The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge has
the most promising untapped source of oil.

It further states:

This area could be opened up safely, and we
could avoid any disaster associated with the
dangers.

Further, in 1988, they say:

The potential is enormous. The environ-
mental risks are modest.

In March of 1989, they say:

Alaska’s oil is too valuable to leave in the
ground.

That is where they were then. Of
course, they are in a different position
now. They say now that we shouldn’t
open it.

The Washington Post, April 23, 1987:

Preservation of wilderness in Alaska is im-
portant. Much of Alaska is already protected
under the strictest of preservation. That
part of the Arctic coast is one of the
bleakest, most remote places on this con-
tinent. There is hardly any other place
where drilling would have less impact on the
surrounding wildlife.

In April 1989, they said:

If less is produced here at home, more will
have to come from other countries. The ef-
fect will be to move oil spills to other shores.
As a policy to protect the global environ-
ment, that is not very helpful. The lessons of
conventional wisdom seem to be drawn . . .
that this country should produce less and
turn to greater imports is exactly wrong.

How quickly we change with no ex-
planation. It is just the influence of
America’s environmental community
on these newspapers. But that is a
turnaround.

My colleague this morning entered
an excerpt from the Washington Post
by Charles Krauthammer entitled
“War and the Polar Bear.” It is very
interesting. I advise all people to read
it.

But I will again reflect on reality.
Thirty years ago in this Chamber we
were arguing the issue of opening
Prudhoe Bay. It passed by one vote.
The Vice President broke the tie.

The same issues prevail today. Now,
in a time of war, when do we face up to
reality and address the opportunities
to open this area and reduce our de-
pendence on imported oil and stimu-
late our economy? It is not a few days’
supply. It is the largest potential oil
field that we could possibly find in
North America. It can flow within 18
months of opening as a consequence of
the process simply of moving the per-
mitting. We all know this.

Let’s get on with the stimulus at
hand and recognize the greatest single
stimulus that we can identify. That is
simply opening up ANWR.

I thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
CLINTON). The Senator from Con-
necticut.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President,
I thank the Chair. I have come to the
floor to speak this morning about the
various ideas proposed to help our
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economy recover from the recession
that we are in currently.

I say to my friend and colleague from
Alaska that he will not be surprised
that I respectfully disagree with most
of what he just said about drilling for
oil in the Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge. But I have the feeling that either
next week or sometime soon we will
have the opportunity to debate these
matters at length. I look forward to a
good, constructive debate.

—————
A SENSIBLE ECONOMIC STRATEGY

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President,
I do want to go back to the fiscal stim-
ulus and put it in the context of where
we are now.

America is a nation at war. It is a
war that challenges our values and our
security as fundamentally as the great
wars we fought in the last century
against Nazism and communism. So a
war of this kind naturally affects most
everything else we do in ways that we
may not yet see in America. That in-
cludes the ways we in Congress conduct
our business.

It is a time to put national interests
ahead of narrow partisan or ideological
agendas. But when there are important
disagreements, we cannot sweep them
under the rug. After all, democracy, in
all its fractious glory, is one of the
most fundamental values that unites
us. It is a value that we are fighting to
defend in the current war against ter-
rorism. The moment we stop practicing
democracy is the moment we start giv-
ing in to the terrorists.

It is in that spirit that I wish to
speak today—mnot negatively, but con-
structively, and not divisively, but I
hope in a spirit of what I take to be the
national interest.

I want to speak in disagreement with
the fiscal stimulus plan passed by the
House of Representatives, which is
really a House Republican plan passed
almost entirely on partisan grounds.
This plan has apparently now been en-
dorsed and supported by the President
of the United States.

The fact that our economy was weak-
ening before September 11th is clear,
particularly in the information tech-
nology, telecom, and high-tech sectors.
But after September 11, unfortunately,
the terrorists helped to push the Amer-
ican economy from weakening into re-
cession. That has challenged all of us
to regain the kind of psychological, let
alone economic, confidence that will
once again create growth.

Unemployment has risen now to 5.4
percent. That is a statistic which ex-
presses itself in hundreds of thousands
of our fellow Americans being out of
work. Demand in the business sector
and the personal consumption sector is
just not where it was or where we want
it to be.

We must always recognize that the
American economy is the strongest in
the world and that we have the most
vibrant, productive private sector in
the world—both those who invest and
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manage it and those who work in it. In
fact, it is from that private sector that
the recovery to this recession will ulti-
mately come.

It is also important for us to ac-
knowledge that we in government have
some options by which we can facili-
tate and encourage the private sector
to do what it does best in helping to
create economic growth.

It is important as we put together a
fiscal stimulus package to remember,
ironically enough, the Hippocratic oath
that every doctor knows very well. It
is, “First, do no harm.” I say respect-
fully that the stimulus package passed
by the House of Representatives, re-
flected in part in the Republican pro-
posals that are surfacing here in the
Senate, does not pass the test of the
Hippocratic oath.

They will harm our economy by not
only being unfair but by bringing us
further into long-term debt—building,
unfortunately, on the precedent set
when we passed President Bush’s tax
cut earlier in the year. That tax cut
plan made the most glowing assump-
tions about the future of the economy,
and then spent the revenue that was
predicted based on those assumptions.
That was not fiscal responsibility. And,
of course, now the multi-trillion dollar
estimates of surplus on which that tax
cut was based have evaporated, have
been altered.

The Republican proposals for fiscal
stimulus, particularly by accelerating
some of the President’s tax cuts that
were adopted, not only do nothing to
increase demand by individuals which
will stimulate the economy and create
growth and jobs, but they increase
America’s long-term debt. That means
increasing long-term interest rates.
And that means inhibiting the flow of
capital, money that is the underpin-
ning of growth in the private sector of
our economy.

So I say, respectfully, the Republican
proposals for fiscal stimulus do harm.
Our economy needs help, not harm.
Frankly, I believe we would be better
off passing no stimulus than passing
the package that was adopted by the
House of Representatives, because 1
really believe it will hurt our economy,
not help it.

Our economy is ready and waiting for
a quick, significant, temporary shot in
the arm. But if the Federal Govern-
ment makes the wrong choices, we will
effectively be shooting ourselves in the
foot.

In the current economic climate, we
need to discard the stale, knee-jerk de-
bates of the past and come together
now to craft a commonsense solution
that again puts the national interest
ahead of narrow partisan or ideological
interests, and ahead of the paying of
old political debts. We need to act to
produce economic growth and to pro-
tect jobs.

I want to speak, for a moment, about
a very significant event that occurred
just over a month ago, on October 4.
The chairmen and ranking members of
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the House and Senate Budget Commit-
tees—Democrats and Republicans
alike—released basic principles that
they thought should guide any eco-
nomic stimulus proposal. They agreed
that the package—and 1 quote—
““Should be based on the recognition
that long-term fiscal discipline is es-
sential to sustained economic growth.
Measures to stimulate the economy
should be limited in time so that as the
economy recovers, the budget regains a
surplus that is at least equal to the
surplus in Social Security. Any short-
term economic stimulus should not re-
sult in higher long-term interest
rates.”

The Republican proposals simply do
not meet that test. Given the spending
demands of prosecuting the war on ter-
rorism, of upgrading our homeland de-
fense, of rebuilding the City of New
York, President Bush initially said he
supported enacting a stimulus package
of between $60 and $75 billion which
would be balanced—half and half—be-
tween spending and tax incentives.

The President asked for a finely
tuned performance vehicle. Instead, the
House has given him a broken-down ja-
lopy. The House Ways and Means Com-
mittee reported a $212 billion plan that
meets few, if any, of the bipartisan
principles of the Budget chairs and
ranking members issued on October 4.

At the heart of the House Republican
package is a large corporate tax cut,
retroactive to 1986—before my young-
est child, my 13-year-old daughter—was
born. It totals about $25 billion in cost.
And $6.3 billion of that ends up in the
bank accounts of just 14 large compa-
nies.

Madam President, I am all for tax
cuts, as I know you are, including tax
cuts for business. But if our goal is to
jump-start the economy now, these big
tax breaks to a select group of our
largest companies simply make no
sense. In the first place, they will not
get their refunds until next year. Even
then, there is no guarantee they will
spend the money, which is what we
need to spur economic growth. There is
no guarantee they will invest in ac-
quiring new equipment and funding the
kind of research and development that
will support economic growth. We are
just going to have to cross our fingers
and hope they use it in the right way,
and don’t use it to pay off their debts
or buy back stock. It’s the wrong strat-
egy.

The same is true, as I said briefly
earlier, of the House Republicans’ plan
to accelerate the reduction in income
tax rates adopted earlier this year.
That is not going to prime the pump; it
is simply going to pump up the in-
comes of those who need it least. It is
not likely to spur new investments or
job growth, but, instead, to reward past
success—which is not what our econ-
omy needs now. It is not the quick ac-
tion we need, but a slow road to budget
deficits and higher interest rates.

There are only two provisions in the
House fiscal stimulus bill that meet
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the agreed-upon, bipartisan standards:
A grant of rebates to those working
Americans who did not receive them
this summer, and accelerated deprecia-
tion for companies, businesses that buy
and place in service new equipment in
the coming year. Those are both good
ideas. They are the beginning of the
basis of an agreement. And they are
both contained in the Senate Finance
Committee’s package that was re-
ported out yesterday.

This is not the time for serving old,
stale, narrow party and ideological
agendas. It is the time for unity, for
leadership, for discipline, and for bipar-
tisanship.

I think the Senate Finance Com-
mittee has reported a bill that meets
those standards. It is focused. It is dis-
ciplined. It is short term. It is a real
stimulus. It will cost $75 billion over 10
years. It contains no permanent
changes in law. It has minimal nega-
tive out-year impact on our budget.

And, unlike the House Republican
bill, it includes reasonable and effec-
tive assistance to those who are unem-
ployed or are about to lose their health
care benefits. In fact, half of the cost of
the bill goes to temporarily extending
and expanding unemployment insur-
ance and a subsidy for COBRA health
insurance premiums. That gives bal-
ance to the proposal. It gives heart to
the proposal. And it will help to stimu-
late the economy because every addi-
tional dollar that goes to an unem-
ployed worker will surely be spent.

Over the last couple of weeks, I have
been talking to workers who are unem-
ployed and those who fear they will
soon be unemployed.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent for two additional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I thank the Chair.

Madam President, I find that the
greatest fear of those who are cur-
rently unemployed or who fear that
they will, in this recession, be unem-
ployed, is: How in the Good Lord’s
name am I going to be able to continue
health insurance for my family?

I spoke to one couple last weekend
who said their health insurance pre-
miums are $600 to $700 a month. How
can they afford to pay those premiums
through COBRA to keep their insur-
ance going?

The Senate bill, in an act of not only
humaneness but an expression of clas-
sic American values, said why would
we not want to help working families
who, through no fault of their own,
have been laid off, to at least cover the
cost of health insurance for their fami-
lies? The Senate finance bill will do
that up to the tune of 75 percent.

This is a good, balanced program. It
is the medicine our economy needs to
help it grow. I hope we will not find the
debate on the stimulus to be rigid, to
be unthinking, to be unyielding. I
think we need to be open-minded be-
cause the threat to our economy is real
and profound.
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The American people not only need
help, but they will not tolerate a par-
tisan debate that ultimately produces
sound and fury but nothing to help
them hold their jobs or help their fami-
lies.

I thank the Chair and yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—S.J. RES. 28

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that at 10:30 a.m.
Tuesday, November 13, the Senate pro-
ceed to consideration of Calendar No.
219, S.J. Res. 28; that the statutory
time limitation be reduced to 2 hours,
with the time equally divided and con-
trolled between the chairman and
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee or their designees; that upon
the use or yielding back of time, the
joint resolution be laid aside, and the
vote on final passage of the joint reso-
lution occur immediately following the
vote on confirmation of the Executive
Calendar No. 511, with no intervening
action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. REID. Madam President, as in
executive session, I ask unanimous
consent that the previously scheduled
debate and vote on Executive Calendar
No. 511, Edith Brown Clement, be
changed to reflect that the debate time
occur at 4:45 p.m. and the vote on con-
firmation occur at 5 p.m., with all
other provisions of the previous order
remaining in effect, with the above oc-
curring without further intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Madam President, on
Tuesday, as a result of this unanimous
consent agreement, there will be no
votes until 5 o’clock. There will be a
number of matters, as indicated in the
unanimous consent request, taken up.
That is the beginning of the time also
for the debate on the stimulus package.
We are going to be very busy Tuesday,
but the first vote will not occur until 5
o’clock.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

————

ECONOMIC STIMULUS

Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, I
rise to talk a bit about the economic
recovery plan.

I begin by saying that yesterday, 1
chaired a hearing dealing with the U.S.
Postal Service. My colleague, Senator
BYRD from West Virginia, attended the
hearing and asked the Postmaster Gen-
eral a series of questions. As with a lot
of areas in our country since Sep-
tember 11, the U.S. Postal Service has
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been dramatically affected, perhaps
more so than others. They have had
postal workers die as a result of terror-
ists who used the system as a delivery
mechanism for terror and death from
the anthrax spores sent through the
mail.

I told the Postmaster General that
this country expresses its sorrow for
what has happened to the Postal Serv-
ice workers. These are wonderful peo-
ple.

I mentioned one of the stories about
the two Postal Service workers who
died which described both of them in
quite remarkable terms. One of them
had worked 15 years on the night shift
and had never, in 15 years, used 1 day of
sick leave. One should not judge some-
one by whether or not they use sick
leave. The point is, this person’s neigh-
bors talked about what a wonderful
human being this person was.

The U.S. Postal Service is populated
with men and women who do their job,
as we say, in rain, sleet, and snow; re-
grettably now with anthrax, which has
taken the lives of a couple of them.

I told the Postmaster General yester-
day about a town meeting I had in
Glenburn, ND, a small town with hun-
dreds of people. At my town meeting, a
fellow stood up and said: There is a lot
of criticism about things and good gov-
ernment. I want to give you one piece
of good news about the U.S. Post Of-
fice.

I asked: What is that?

He said: I got a letter out at my farm
that was addressed “Grandpa,
Glenburn, ND.” It was from my grand-
son.

I asked: How on earth could that
have been? How would you have gotten
a letter addressed ‘‘Grandpa, Glenburn,
ND”’?

He said: You can ask the postmaster
over there.

So I asked the postmaster:
would that have happened?

He said: We got the letter that said
“Grandpa, Glenburn, ND.” We looked
at the postmark and it was Silver
Spring, MD. We knew the only person
around here that had relatives in Sil-
ver Spring was Frank, so we sent it out
to Frank’s farm. Sure enough, it got to
the right grandpa.

I told the Postmaster General that
story. So many others like it describe
quite a remarkable system that has
worked for a long while and one that
we must preserve and keep and nurture
and protect during these difficult
times.

I rise to talk about all of the chal-
lenges, not just to the U.S. Postal
Service but to our country. We face
several challenges now. One is the chal-
lenge dealing with national security.
One is a challenge dealing with eco-
nomic security. And another is the
challenge dealing with energy security.
Some of my colleagues spoke about
that earlier.

National security doesn’t need much
more description. Most of us under-
stand that some sick, twisted minds

How
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hatched a plot that murdered thou-
sands of Americans in cold blood. Ter-
rorism has visited our land in a manner
that we never thought before possible.
Now this Nation is one in its deter-
mination to find and bring to justice
those who committed these acts of ter-
ror.

It is a different time. There is a pre-
September 11 and a post-September 11.
We have a President who has spoken to
the American people about putting the
men and women in America’s uniform
in harm’s way to try to find the terror-
ists and bring them to justice, to root
out the terrorist cells formed around
the world who would commit acts of
these types. This country supports our
President and the men and women in
uniform who are risking their lives to
do that.

I toured Ground Zero in New York
about a week after the tragedy. I saw
on the highest twisted metal beam yet
standing where an iron worker had
climbed and attached an American flag
to that highest metal beam. As we
came upon that tragic site, that is
what we saw, carnage, destruction, but
also an American flag gently blowing
in the breeze that morning.

Two days later, I was in North Da-
kota driving between Bismarck and
Dickinson, ND, on interstate 94, a
patch where you couldn’t see a struc-
ture of any kind anywhere, just rolling
prairies. Someone had taken a flag pole
with a flag on it and attached to it a
fence post there in the middle of the
prairie where you could see nothing
that was made by human hand except
from this fence post—a single Amer-
ican flag also blowing in the gentle
morning breeze in North Dakota.

The connection between the flag and
the Trade Center and the flag in North
Dakota was a connection of unity of
spirit and one Nation doing what it
needs to do to protect itself and to
bring to justice those who committed
these terrorists acts.

Our Nation was having some dif-
ficulty even prior to September 11 with
an economy that was very week. Our
economy had softened a great deal and
people were beginning to lose jobs. Our
economy was losing steam and
strength. September 11 cut a hole right
through the belly of this country’s
economy.

The news since that time has been
more layoffs. Hundreds and hundreds of
thousands of Americans have lost their
jobs. They, too, in many ways are vic-
tims of terrorist attacks.

What do we do about the soft econ-
omy in the aftermath of these terrorist
attacks? We are unified as a Nation in
going after the terrorists and trying to
prevent terrorist action from occurring
again. Are we unified with respect to
how we come together as a nation to
try to provide a boost to the American
economy?

The answer to that is, no, not so uni-
fied these days. We have a lot of dif-
ferent ideas about how you promote
economic growth and how you help the
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American people during an economic
downturn.

This is the political system. I don’t
regret the fact that there is debate
about these things. With respect to na-
tional security issues, this country has
unity. On some of the other issues, we
have debate. I don’t regret that. It
strengthens us. There is an old saying
when everyone in the room is thinking
the same thing, no one is thinking
about much. I don’t shrink from de-
bate. We should not shrink from de-
bate. When in debate we get the best of
what everyone has to offer, democracy
is served.

Groucho Marx once said: Politics is
the art of looking for trouble; finding
it everywhere, diagnosing it incor-
rectly, and then applying the wrong
remedies.

Groucho Marx was a humorist. Poli-
tics takes a lot of humor and should
over many years. But politics is the
process by which we make judgments
and decisions about the country. That
is politics; that is the best of the Amer-
ican people. It is what served this
country well for a long time. So as we
talk now together in this country
about how we apply some remedies and
develop policies that strengthen Amer-
ica’s economy, we have ideas coming
from all sides. Let me describe some of
them. Some of them are wonderful,
challenging, interesting; some of them
are nutty—but that is the way the
process works.

We have, for example, one piece of
legislation that was developed by the
other body, and it was described as
something that is a stimulus package
and is going to help the country. I will
give you a couple of examples: They
put in a $21 billion tax piece that bene-
fits many of the largest corporations in
the country for the purpose of
incentivizing them to move and keep
needed investment capital overseas.
How would I classify that? Nutty.

Does anybody think that is going to
strengthen our country, strengthen our
economy, by saying to big companies:
What we would like you to do, by the
way, is keep investing overseas. We
would like you to move capital over-
seas because we think that is just
great.

Well, that is not the way to strength-
en our economy, the way to provide a
lift and boost and helium to the Amer-
ican economy. But that is exactly what
came out of this package from the U.S.
House of Representatives. There are so
many other items in that bill that it’s
almost hard to start when you describe
things you think are kind of off base.

Another provision would retro-
actively repeal the corporate alter-
native minimum tax. That means that
IBM, for example, would get a $1.4 bil-
lion tax cut. General Motors would get
a $833 million tax cut.

It seems to me that is kind of larding
up a piece of legislation that is sup-
posed to be designed to help our coun-
try recover. Instead, it becomes a car-
rier for the favored old tax cuts for the
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biggest and most powerful economic
interests among us.

Mr. BYRD. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. DORGAN. Yes.

Mr. BYRD. The Senator spoke of
“larding up.” Would he say that is a
cholesterol-laden piece of pork?

Mr. DORGAN. I hadn’t thought about
that.

Mr. BYRD. When I was a young man,
which was quite a while ago, I worked
in a meat shop in a coal mining camp.
All of the ladies who came to the store,
including my mother and my wife’s
mother, bought lard. Those coal min-
ers, before they went into the bowels of
the earth and did that back-breaking
work, ate sausage and bacon fried in a
deep skillet with lard. We never heard
of the word ‘‘cholesterol’”’ in those
days. That is a new word in my lexicon,
coming along probably about in the
middle of my life. So I was interested
when the Senator used the words
“larding up.” Was he talking about a
spending measure or was he talking
about pork? What did the Senator have
reference to? I missed that. Would he
say that again?

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I was
actually using that term to describe
something done on a tax bill in the
other body. I described it as ‘‘larding
up.” It is plugging the arteries of this
system by putting in place certain pro-
visions. I will give you an example.

Mr. BYRD. Would that be choles-
terol?

Mr. DORGAN. Yes. When I talk about
larding up, the Senator from West Vir-
ginia is talking about how people al-
ways refer to spending bills as pork,
but never refer to tax bills as pork. In
fact, there is more lard and larding up
of tax bills than almost anything else.

The retroactive repeal of the cor-
porate alternative minimum tax in the
House tax bill does as I said it would—
it provides the biggest tax benefits to
the biggest, most powerful corpora-
tions in the country.

Here is what the chief economist
from Merrill Lynch said about it be-
cause, remember now, the only reason
we are going through this exercise is to
try to determine how we help the
American economy. Bruce Steinberg,
chief economist, said:

The silliest idea is the retroactive AMT
payments. If you want to stimulate spending
in the future, you don’t give out tax breaks
for things that already happened.

It is as simple as that.

Mr. BYRD. That is the epitome of
pork, isn’t it? It drips with lard.

Mr. DORGAN. The Senator describes
it in a way that makes it visual. But it
is a slow turn on a medium-hot spit—or
“pit,” I guess it would be in West Vir-
ginia. Let me continue.

Will Rogers said something I want to
put up on a chart.

Will Rogers said this a long time ago:

The unemployed here ain’t eating regular,
but we will get round to them soon as we get
everybody else fixed up OK.

Now, while IBM, General Electric,
and others are prepared, according to
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the House bill, to get hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars in tax cuts retro-
actively, last Friday it was announced
that 415,000 people lost their jobs in Oc-
tober. What about those folks? When
you talk about stimulating the econ-
omy, what about giving the people who
lost their jobs some assistance? How
about a helping hand to somebody who
got a pink slip or a notice that said: By
the way, you do a good job and I am
glad you are here. It is just that our
company is shrinking. We don’t have as
much business. So guess what, we don’t
have room for you. Tell your family to-
night when you go home and sit at the
supper table that you have lost your
job. Tell them it is not your fault, that
you worked hard, we appreciated you,
but you can’t go to work on Monday
because you no longer have a job.

What about those people? For exam-
ple, in New York, when that act of ter-
rorism struck the World Trade Center,
it is true that the people who were
climbing those stairs, even as the
buildings were collapsing, were people
making $30,000, $40,000, $50,000 a year,
willing to risk their lives in public
service—firefighters, law enforcement
folks, and others. There are a lot of
folks around this country of ours who
don’t have a lot, don’t make a lot, and
don’t ask for a lot. They don’t have a
million dollars. They are not going to
get $1.4 billion in tax refunds. They are
not on this list with K-Mart, American
Airlines, and Enron. They are the folks
who, last month, had to tell their fami-
lies they were no longer employed. And
if the families asked why, is it a part of
a soft economy or part of terrorist
acts? The answer is: Yes, it is.

What do we do about that? Do we in
the U.S. Congress have a concern about
those folks, or is it just about the
upper income and the big economic be-
hemoths who really have clout? Is
there anybody within 100 yards of this
building today, Friday, who is here be-
cause they are lobbying on behalf of
somebody who lost their job last
month? No one. It is just the folks who
have a lot of money, a lot of assets and
a lot at stake. They are here and they
are trying to get more than their
share.

I will tell you, they succeeded in the
U.S. House. So we are trying to write a
stimulus package, something that pro-
vides economic recovery.

We have a couple of thoughts in
mind. One is there is no quicker or
more effective way, and there is no
way, in my judgment, that provides
more justice to this system as well
than to help people who are out of
work. They are going to spend that
money instantly. When we extend un-
employment benefits, that money goes
right back into the economy. All
economists tell you: Step one, help
those who lost jobs because that is
stimulative, helps the economy. It is
not only just and the right thing to do,
it is the most effective thing to provide
some lift to this economy.

So we are going to have a debate
about that because some don’t want to
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do much for these folks. That is wrong-
headed, in my judgment. We have a re-
sponsibility to the country to reach
out and tell them they are not alone;
we want to help them and we want to
help this economy.

Obviously, what we want in the end
is for the economy to get back on its
feet and for those folks who have lost
jobs to become employed once again.

That is what we want. There is no so-
cial program much better than a good
job. There is nothing like a good job
that pays well and has security. What
we are trying to do is put together a
recovery package that recognizes what
is just, what is right, and what will be
effective in providing lift to this coun-
try’s economy.

Extending unemployment benefits,
paying for 75 percent of the COBRA
benefits—all of that provides lift to
this economy and is the right thing to
do.

In addition, coming from the Finance
Committee, we have put in place some
tax provisions we think will provide a
lift to this economy. We had a tax cut
for people in this country earlier this
year. Not everybody got a tax cut.
More than 70,000 North Dakotans did
not get a tax cut. They did not get a
tax cut because it was based on per-
centage of income taxes paid.

Everybody who works pays payroll
taxes. In fact, that is a proportional
tax. Everybody pays the same rate; it
does not matter how much you make.
Yet those folks did not get a tax cut.
So we propose a tax rebate for those
people. That also will be spent imme-
diately and provide lift to the econ-
omy.

We have a whole series of items we
have proposed that we think represent
the first step in the right direction to
provide lift to this country’s economy.

Let me make the most important
point about all of this. The only way
our economy is going to experience a
recovery is if the American people are
confident about the future. We do not
have a ship of state in which there is
an engine room with dials, knobs,
gauges, and levers and we have some
people in there fiddling with the dials,
knobs, gauges, and levers and get it
just right with tax cuts and move the
ship along.

That is not how the system works.
What propels this economy is people’s
confidence in the future. If people are
confident about tomorrow, next month,
next year, they will do things that rep-
resent that confidence. They will take
a trip. They will buy a car. They will
buy a house. They will make life deci-
sions that express their view about the
future.

Confidence means expansion. If they
are not confident, they will not take
the trip, they will defer the purchase of
the car, they will defer the purchase of
the house, and our economy will con-
tract.

There is nothing more important
than instilling confidence. Our job is
to, one, prosecute the war abroad. We
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have to do that and support our Presi-
dent doing that—and increase security
at home. Part of our economic recov-
ery package is investment in security
at home. Senator BYRD has a homeland
security proposal that is stimulative.
It is not only stimulative and gives lift
to the economy because it invests in
this country and our security, but it is
also the right thing and the necessary
thing to do.

When we can marry the right and
necessary things to do with actions
that will give lift to our country’s
economy, that is exactly the course
people expect us to take.

We need to prosecute the war, in-
crease security at home, and give busi-
nesses and individuals the extra incen-
tives they need to make those key pur-
chases and key investments, not 6
months from now, not over a year from
now, but now. Now. This needs to be
temporary. It needs to have a signifi-
cant, compelling urge to it to give the
American people confidence about the
future that we are doing the right
thing.

If we err as a Congress, I want us to
err on the side of doing something,
even doing too much. I do not want to
err on the side of doing nothing be-
cause there are too many families out
of work. Our economy is perilously
close to a very deep recession, and it
could be a lengthy recession. We have a
responsibility to blend good fiscal pol-
icy in the Congress with monetary pol-
icy at the Federal Reserve Board to say
to the American people: We are going
to put in place the right plans to give
you hope for the future.

Winston Churchill gave many stir-
ring speeches in the Second World War
to fire up the interest and urgency of
his countrymen to the cause of the
war. At one point, he challenged his
countrymen to imagine a thousand
years in the future and what they
would say about that current genera-
tion’s efforts. He asked that they do
things now that would allow people in
the future to look back and say that
this was their finest hour, even in the
face of substantial challenge.

That is what we, it seems to me, need
to do now in confronting terrorism, in
the challenge to provide economic se-
curity. We must fight as hard as we can
possibly fight for the right policies now
that give this country and economy a
chance to do well so all American fami-
lies can, again, do well and will not
have to worry about next week or next
month having to tell their family they
lost their job.

This is about hope. It is about oppor-
tunity. It is about expanding this coun-
try’s economy. The New York Times
last week had the headline: ‘‘Attacks
Hit Low Paid Jobs the Hardest.” I had
a hearing 2 weeks ago, and the head of
the hotel and restaurant union testi-
fied. He had a dozen of his members be-
hind him. Each one stood up and told
me their name, told me where they
worked, when they got fired, how long
they had worked there, and what it
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meant to them to lose their job. It was
just gripping. It just breaks one’s heart
to see someone who struggled all their
life, found a good job and worked for 8
years or 10 years or 15 years and had a
good record and was making it on their
own, only to learn a pink slip has come
that says this economy has shrunk and
you are out